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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 3-4 and 21-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Ogilvie, U. S. Patent 6,343,738. 

As to claim 1 , Ogilvie teaches a method for distributing intellectual property 
comprising the step of (abstract): 

a) Accepting identification information of intellectual property being offered for 
sale from a seller, the intellectual property being stored on a seller computer 
associated with seller (column 12 lines 14-23 and column 20 lines 24-30 and 
column 24 line 66 - column 25 line 1 1 and Figs. 5, 1 2); 

b) Storing the identification information in a database of intellectual property 
being offered for sale (Figs. 5, 12); 

c) Providing access to the database to a user (column 24 lines 56-65 and 
column 25 lines 51-57 and Fig. 12); 

d) Accepting a designation of desired intellectual property from the user (Fig. 8); 

e) Brokering a payment transaction between the user and the seller (Figs. 6-7); 
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f) Instructing the seller computer to transfer the intellectual property to the user 
(column 12 lines 2-7). 

As to claim 3, Ogilvie teaches the database is stored on a single server (Fig. 12). 

As to claim 4, verifying that intellectual property chosen by the user is available 
before performing the brokering step is taught by Ogilvie as the intellectual property 
chosen by the user is transferred to the broker before performing the brokering step 
(Figs. 5). 

Claims 22, Ogilvie teaches the database is stored on a computer used by the 
purchaser (Figs. 1-2, 5). 

Claims 23, Ogilvie teaches the database is stored on the seller's computer (Figs. 

1-2). 

Claims 21 , 24 and 25 are rejected for the similar reason as claims 1 and 4. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ogilvie, U. 

5. Patent 6,343,738 in view of Roberts et al., U. S. Patent 6,292,788. 

As to claim 2, Ogilvie teaches providing an agreement under which intellectual 
property may be distributed to the seller (column 12 lines 47-50 and column 13 lines 61- 
67); accepting the agreement from the seller (column 12 lines 47-50 and column 13 
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lines 61-67); and requiring the user to accept the agreement prior to performing the 
instruction step (column 12 lines 47-50 and column 13 lines 61-67). 

Ogilvie does not explicitly state that there is plurality of agreements that provided 
to the seller so that the seller can select one the plurality of agreements. Roberts 
teaches agreements may be varied according to the needs of the clients (column 8 lines 
29-54). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to allow Roberts to 
include plurality of agreements for better suit the needs of the client. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to allow 
Ogilvie to includes plurality of agreements so that the seller can select the best 
agreement to better meet his/her condition of sales. 
5. Claims 5-14, 16, 18 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ogilvie, U. S. Patent 6,343,738 in view of Walker et al., U. S. Patent 
6,240,396. 

As to claim 5, Ogilvie teaches a system for distributing intellectual property, the 
system comprising the step of (abstract): 

a) A central server, the central server including a database of intellectual 
property being offered for sale, the intellectual property being stored on a plurality 
of seller computer (Figs. 5, 12); 

b) A plurality of buyer's computers are connected to the central server, each of 
the buyer's computer being configured to perform the step of (Figs. 5-8, 11): 
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i) Displaying a list of the intellectual property being offered for sale to a 
user is taught by Ogilvie as displaying samples of the intellectual property 
being offered for sale to a user (Figs. 5-9); 

ii) Accepting a selection of intellectual property from the user (Figs. 5-8); 

iii) Transmitting payment information to the central server (Figs. 5-7); 

iv) Receiving intellectual property corresponding to the selection from the 
seller computer (column 12 lines 2-7 and Fig. 8); 

v) Making the received intellectual property available to the user (Figs. 5- 
8). 

Ogilvie does not explicitly states that the plurality of buyer's computers is plurality 
of kiosks. Walker teaches that the remote user terminals connected to the central 
server are kiosks (column 3 lines 45-50). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to allow the buyer's computers of 
Ogilvie to be kiosks because it would attract large number of potential buyers to 
purchase intellectual property via limited number of kiosks. 

As to claim 6, Ogilvie teaches the making step is performed by displaying the 
received intellectual property on a monitor (column 9 lines 16-19). 

As to claim 7, Ogilvie teaches the making step is performed by storing the 
received intellectual property on a storage medium (column 9 lines 10-13). 

As to claim 8-12, Ogilvie teaches the storage medium is a compact disk, a DVD, 
a floppy disk, paper (non-digital goods) and videotape (column 1 lines 20-25 and 
column 9 lines 35-38 and column 1 1 lines 2-10). 
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As to claim 13, Ogilvie teaches the payment information is a credit card number 
(column 1 lines 54-55). 

As to claim 14, the kiosks comprises card reader for reading the credit number is 
taught by Ogilvie modified by Walker as the kiosk comprises means for processing 
credit card transaction (Ogilvie: column 9 line 61 - column 10 line 2; Walker: Fig. 1). 

As to claims 16 and 18, Ogilvie teaches the central server includes a database of 
terms under which the intellectual property is being offered (column 12 lines 47-50 and 
column 13 lines 61-67 and Fig. 12). 

As to claim 20, Ogilvie modified by Walker teaches the kiosk is implemented on a 
single computer (Ogilvie: Fig. 12; Walker: Fig. 1). 

6. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ogilvie, U. 
S. Patent 6,343,738 in view of Walker et al., U. S. Patent 6,240,396 in further view of 
Logan et al., U. S. Patent 5,781 ,909. 

As to claim 15, Ogilvie modified by Walker teaches the central server including 
the database as discussed above. Ogilvie modified by Walker does not specifically 
teach the central server is configured to transmit a copy of the database to the kiosks 
and the kiosks are configured to maintain a local copy of the database. However, 
Logan teaches transmitting documents from a supervisory computer to a remote 
location so that the local computer maintains a local copy of the documents (title and 
column 1 line 66 - column 2 line 23). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to allow the kiosks (remote user terminals) 
to maintain a copy of the information from the central server because it would allow 
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users to fast access the information via the kiosks, and also to relief the burden of the 
central server. 

7. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ogilvie, U. 
S. Patent 6,343,738 in view of Walker et al., U. S. Patent 6,240,396 in further view of 
Roberts et al., U. S. Patent 6,292,788. 

As to claim 17, Ogilvie modified by Walker teaches the central server includes 
terms under which the intellectual property is being offered as discussed above. Ogilvie 
modified by Walker does not specifically teach the terms correspond to terms selected 
by a seller from a plurality of standard terms presented to the seller. Roberts teaches 
there is plurality of terms of agreement, and it may be varied according to the needs of 
the clients (column 8 lines 29-54 and Fig. 3). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to allow Ogilvie modified by 
Walker to includes plurality of terms of agreement so that the seller can select the best 
terms to better meet his/her condition of sales. 

8. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ogilvie, U. 
S. Patent 6,343,738 in view of Walker et al., U. S. Patent 6,240,396 in further view of 
Matsumori, U. S. Patent 6,179,206. 

As to claim 19, Ogilvie modified by Walker teaches selling intellectual property 
via the kiosk as discussed above. Ogilvie modified by Walker does not specifically 
teach the kiosk is configured to cache frequently purchased items . Matsumori teaches 
kiosk/computer system to cache frequency purchased items (column 1 lines 32-59). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
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made to allow the kiosk of Ogilvie modified by Walker to includes the feature of caching 
frequently purchased items for better advertising/selling products. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Hartley-Urquhart (U. S. Patent 6,167,385) discloses financing a supply of goods 
from a supplier to a buyer in which the buyer has a lower cost of funds than the supplier. 

Collart (U. S. Patent 6,453,420) discloses tracking the distribution of content 
electronically, and the electronic storage medium may be identified using the tracking 
identifier on the electronic storage medium in order to afford authorized use of the 
information contained on the electronic storage medium. 

Jain et al. (U. S. Patent 6,343,278) discloses improved multiple order facility for a 
computerized trading system in which a first trader submits a plurality of orders for 
display and acceptance by other traders, including a first subsystem which permits the 
first trader to simultaneously generate a plurality of orders, and a second subsystem 
which displays the orders at computer terminals of the other traders to whom the orders 
were sent. 

Tozzoli et al. (WO 96/12242) discloses a system stores criteria specified by a 
funder relating to trade transaction for buyers and sellers. 
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Inquire 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mary Cheung whose telephone number is (703)-305- 
0084. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday from 8:00 AM to 
5:30 PM. The examiner can also be reached on alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Trammell, can be reached on (703) 305-9768. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 



The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceedings 
is assigned are as follows: 

(703) 305-7687 (Official Communications; including After Final 



(703) 746-561 9 (Draft Communications) 

Hand delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park 5, 2451 Crystal 
Drive, 7 th Floor Receptionist. I ^N^^S^ 



1113. 
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